poverty.
The first consists in actual lack of the necessaries of life, the second in that waste and thriftlessness which causes people who have a really sufficient income to lack necessaries because they spend money in things which are not necessary and perhaps even harmful. But it cannot be said that this division enables us to put the flattering unction to our souls that there is no real "primary" poverty, but only that which arises from waste, folly, and intemperance. Mr "Secondary" poverty, though it does not command the same sympathy from the world, is equally bad in its effects on the children. And it is reckoned by Mr. Charles Booth that about 30 per cent, of the total urban population of England is living in poverty. The children, then, of nearly a third of our total urban population?and nowadays 77 per cent, of the total population dwells in towns?are brought up under conditions which tend to make them physically unfit for the struggle for life. Mr. Rowntree compared the children attending better-class schools with those who went to schools attended only by the poor, and found that the average height of the boys of the poor section when they leave school is 3| inches less than that of their more favoured fellows, while the difference in weight in favour of the wellto-do is 11 lb. It is practically certain that the bulk of these must remain members of the poor and comparatively useless class in which they are born. We say useless in no unkindly spirit, but it is admitted that the class of the people which is poorest in quality both physically and mentally, get tasks assigned to them which their superiors in mind and body would scorn, and which, were there no degenerates at hand to do them, would probably be performed by machinery. Not man's necessity, but man's superiority and consequent scorn of drudgery, is invention's opportunity. But 
